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controls that we legislate can actually protect
Americans.

As a matter of principle, before enacting ex-
port restriction legislation, both Congress and
the Administration must ensure that the af-
fected exports in fact can be effectively re-
stricted. I doubt anyone would responsibly
suggest that legislating an unworkable control
achieves any worthwhile goal or makes any
sense.

Other important criteria need to be deter-
mined:

Would this bill sensibly update the outdated
1979 law? That is, would it recognize that na-
tion-states and other global actors, technology
and the threats to the United States have
changed significantly since the end of the Cold
War?

Would it enhance America’s economic pros-
perity without sacrificing America’s national se-
curity?

And would it provide the Executive Branch
with all the legal authority and the flexibility it
needs to protect the American people? Put
another way, would it unduly tie the hands of
the Administration in a way that could obstruct
its constitutional duty to provide for the na-
tional defense?

I have taken a hard look at S. 149, which
would update the Export Administration Act.
After a careful review, I believe this bill, as re-
ported by the Senate, satisfactorily addresses
the criteria I outlined above and enhances
America’s economic prosperity without sacri-
ficing America’s national security.

It would protect Americans by ensuring that
the national security agencies in the Executive
Branch may be used to identify any actual or
looming threats to our national security. In ad-
dition to the Commerce Department, the De-
fense Department, State Department and intel-
ligence community are at the immediate dis-
posal of the President of the United States
and can signal at any time to the administra-
tion the need to restrict any export.

The Enhanced Control provision of Title Il
and the Deferral Provision of Title III would
provide the President with the authority to con-
trol any export he may see an urgent need to
control, notwithstanding any other provisions
in the bill—including mass market status or
foreign availability or set-asides.

There is a glaring need, however, that I be-
lieve must be addressed by Congress. The
Wassenaar Arrangement for that replaced
CoCom is simply inadequate to address multi-
lateral nonproliferation concerns. While the
Soviet Union is no longer with us, nuclear pro-
liferation concerns are real and present. Sim-
ple periodic reports on dual-use exports are
clearly insufficient to address these concerns.

I want to commend Chairman HYDE and
Ranking Member LANTOS and their staffs for
holding hearings and briefings on export ad-
ministration and their very hard work on this
issue. But now it is time to move forward with
re-authorization, not re-extension.

Officials from the Departments of Defense,
State and Commerce have testified at the
three hearings before the House International
Relations Committee has held on this matter
and all have signaled their support for passing
the Export Administration Act of 2001, as re-
ported by the Senate Banking Committee. The
Administration has provided a clear and unam-
biguous position that titles two and three pro-

vide adequate authorities to the President with
regard to export controls, notwithstanding any
other provisions of law. I also look forward to
working with the Administration on non-pro-
liferation matters and building a better multilat-
eral mechanism than the Wassenaar Arrange-
ment.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the House
International Relations Committee, I am keenly
aware of the national security issues and
threats that face our great country. As former
Ranking Member in the last Congress of the
International Economic Policy and Trade Sub-
committee, I came to better appreciate the ad-
vent and permanence of rapid technological
change and its immediate effects on our na-
tional security and economic prosperity.

These considerations have persuaded me of
the importance of updating the Export Admin-
istration Act. I have concluded that passage of
S. 149, as reported, is the prudent way ahead
both to protect our national security and to en-
hance our economic prosperity. I am con-
vinced this bill gets it right. The Administration
support for this bill attests that it also believes
this is the optimal way ahead. I commend the
Administration for that because this truly must
be a bipartisan effort.

Mr. Speaker, the Congress must do its duty
and act now to protect Americans and to en-
hance our economic prosperity. Let us act
now to pass the Export Administration Act of
2001.
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CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT
AUTHORIZING CONGRESS TO
PROHIBIT PHYSICAL DESECRA-
TION OF THE FLAG OF THE
UNITED STATES
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IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 17, 2001

Mr. LARGENT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
support of H.J. Res. 36, which would grant
Congress the power to add an amendment to
the Constitution prohibiting the physical dese-
cration of the United States flag. This resolu-
tion will preserve the honor and respect due to
our national flag.

When I reflect on the men and women who
fought and died to protect the flag as a symbol
of democracy and freedom, it amazes me that
any American would purposely want to destroy
that symbol. I believe that most Americans
feel a sense of outrage at the sight of the flag
being burned or desecrated by protesters
trumpeting freedom of speech as their shield
for such a heinous act.

In recent history, our flag has lost the pro-
tection it deserves. I’ve noticed a sad pattern
developing that we would even permit our flag
to be desecrated. When we allow our nation’s
honor to be disgraced, should we be surprised
that we have traitors in our midst? We allow
the symbol of all that is good and pure about
our country to be defiled and then we are
shocked when our leaders are devoid of the
values we cherish.

It is time to restore our flag to its rightful
place under the law so that our children and

our grandchildren will never be confused
about its meaning, its value, or the price paid
to preserve it.

A great author once wrote: ‘‘You cannot
truly love a thing without wanting to fight for
it.’’ I love the United States and I want to fight
for the hope and freedom it represents to the
world. That fight will include protecting our na-
tion’s flag.
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TRIBUTE TO CHUCK KURTZ

HON. DENNIS MOORE
OF KANSAS
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Wednesday, July 18, 2001

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
bring to your attention the outstanding career
of Chuck Kurtz, who on July 20th concludes a
distinguished 33-year career with The Olathe
Daily News, which serves my congressional
district. Chuck started with The Daily News as
a photographer, and later moved to sports
writer, sports editor, features editor, seniors
editor, and concluded his career as managing
editor.

At a retirement party that will be held at The
Daily News’ office on this Friday, the following
letter will be presented to Chuck on my behalf;
I am pleased to have this opportunity to share
this correspondence with my colleagues:

DEAR CHUCK, I want to add my voice to the
chorus of those who are praising you on the
occasion of your ‘‘retirement.’’

I’m using the term ‘‘retirement’’ loosely,
because I think we all know that though you
may enjoy a few weeks of fishing or travel,
you will soon return to making a positive
impact upon the lives of those around you—
just as you have done for so many years at
The Daily News.

I have enjoyed working with you over the
years, first as Johnson County District At-
torney, and now as a Member of Congress.
Needless to say, we have often found our-
selves on opposite sides of the issues. You
wouldn’t be the Chuck Kurtz I know if we
would have agreed on everything!

But no matter the issue or whether or not
we agreed, you always understood that there
were at least two sides to every story, and
that there may be good reasons for individ-
uals to believe and act as they do. I have
seen this not only in your writing, but also
in your

You have not only brought a sense of civil-
ity to your profession, but you have also
brought something of which those in my line
of work are often in need—common sense.
This is why I will miss you most, and why I
think the readers of The Daily News will,
also.

Common sense says you shouldn’t forget
why you do what you do, and you never have.
One can tell you are a journalist because you
want the public to have the facts they need
to make good decisions about their collec-
tive future, both locally and nationally.
There is honor in this, and I know from first-
hand experience that you have had great—
and altogether positive—influence on the di-
rection our community has taken. Thank
you for your service.

Again, congratulations on your ‘‘retire-
ment,’’ and I am looking forward to running
into you again soon.

Very truly yours,
DENNIS MOORE,
Member of Congress.
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